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Abstract 
The paper presents an analysis of major issues on human settlement sizes evolution in the XIX-th Century and particularly in the 
XX-th Century. The starting point is the presentation of population evolution by habitat types, it continues with an analysis of 
urbanization process costs and further on of de-ruralisation, while the final part includes a presentation of the programmes meant 
to safeguard urban and rural communities. 
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1. Evolution of Population by Habitat Types 
The complex process of industrialisation entailed major changes in living conditions, in the production mode, in 
the political regimes, etc., while as a development result, urbanisation got sharper even since the XIX-th Century.  
Naturally, depending on the development of industry and on the overall economic progress, different 
development stages were covered at lower or higher paces, so that, during 1800 – 1950, the world population 
increased 2.7 times, the population of towns increased 29 times, while the village people number only got doubled, 
the latter one showing both a relative and an absolute decrease. 
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Table 1. Evolution of urban and rural population at world level (percentages) 
 1950 1960 1970 1980 1985 1995 2025 
Urban 
population 
28,3 33,0 37,3 41,4 44,4 45,2 61 
Rural 
population 
71,7 67,0 62,7 58,6 55,6 54,8 39 
 
If analysing the urbanisation process during recent decades, we could ascertain that the average annual growth 
rate of urbanisation process of 2.7% was twice as high as the rate of rural population growth, of 1.3%. If the highest 
rates of rural population urbanisation were recorded in the former USSR, South America and Europe, during the 
same period, the weight of rural population decreased in Africa, North America, Asia, Central America and 
Oceania, though increasing in terms of number, due to a high birth rate registered for the population of villages. 
Likewise, in the former USSR, South America and Europe, rural population decreased both in terms of weight and 
in absolute figures due to a keen migration process.1  
Naturally, the urban boom created new typologies, new habitat structures, namely urban, peri-urban and half-
urban, with deep economic, political, social and environmental implications and meanings and also entailed changes 
in rural area signification, due to the occurrence of specific civilisation elements of urban nature. 
In view to ensure international comparisons, the version for Europe provides the inclusion of localities with over 
10,000 inhabitants in the urban population, while those with a population ranging between 2,000 and 9,999 
inhabitants are to be included in the half-urban population2. 
Of course, since the very beginning, the human being was seeking, on the one side, for food and shelter and, on 
the other side, for a home, an abode. Iulius Lips said that there is no people for whom the welfare of a home, no 
matter how small or scrimpy, is not a happiness, while the term “home” is pronounced with piety in all the world 
languages, since it represent the shelter, the couch near the worm hearth, the home being considered as a big 
beneficence on this Earth”3. 
The process of fast and imbalanced industrialisation of the world countries led to the occurrence of various 
urbanisation typologies, whose formation was closely related to rural locality types, and altogether were marked by 
the overall economic development, depending on the social, historical and political, as well as geographical 
conditions specific to different areas of the contemporary world. Deep changes took place in terms of human 
resources distribution pattern in the two living environments, urban and rural which, in their turn, entailed serious 
changes within the economic sectors: industry, agriculture and services, as well as in the economic structures. 
If, by the end of the last decade, out of the 5.7 billion people there were 2.5 billions living in towns and 3.2 
billions living in villages, during 1950 – 1995 the urban and rural population at world level in 1950 accounted for 
28.3%, respectively 71.7%, in 1995 it accounted for 45.2%, respectively 54.8%, while for 2025 the forecasted 
figures are 61%, respectively 39%. Moreover, during 1950 – 1995 the urbanisation rate further decreased to 2.5% as 
against 0.8% for rural area, while by continent, the urbanisation ranged between a rate of 4.4% in Africa and 3.3% 
in Asia, to 1.5% in Oceania and 0.6% in Europe. As consequence, certain changes in world population distribution 
by habitat types took place, the urbanisation level reaching 78% in South America, 75% in Europe, 71% in Oceania, 
74% in North and Central America, 34% in Asia and 35% in Africa4. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Figures calculated according to Atlas World Bank, 1996, p.p. 286 – 287. 
2 United Nations Programme for the World Population Census. 
3 Iulius Lips, “Origin of Things – A History of Human Being Culture”, Scientific Publishing House, Bucharest, 1958, p. 32 
4 World Resources, 1996, p. 9 
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Table 2. Urban and rural population by continents 
 
 Urban population in % 
against total 
Rural population in % 
against total 
Annual average growth 
rate 
1965-1995 
-percentages- 
 1965 1995 1965 1995 Urban Rural 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Total word 35,5 45,2 64,5 54,8 2,7 1,3 
Africa 20,6 34,7 79,4 65,3 4,7 2,2 
Asia 22,2 34,0 77,8 66,0 3,5 1,5 
North and Central 
America 
67,4 74,0 32,6 26,0 1,8 0,7 
South America 55,9 78,0 44,1 22,0 3,3 (0,2) 
Europe 63,8 75,0 36,2 25,0 1,0 (0,8) 
Soviet Union (ex) 52,8 68,1 47,2 31,9 1,7 (0,5) 
Oceania 68,6 71,0 31,4 29,0 1,8 1,4 
 
Analysing the urban and rural population by continent during 1965 – 1995, we could notice that, at world level, 
in 1965 the urban population accounted for 35.5% and in 1995 for 45.2%, while rural population, in 1965, 
accounted for 64.5% and in 1995 for 54.8%, the average annual growth rate being 2.7% in urban area and 1.3% in 
rural area. Under the influence of economic, social and political factors, a series of changes in habitat types by 
geographical areas took place. Thus, if in 1965 the urban population of Asia and Africa accounted for 21%, in 1995 
it accounted for 34%, while rural population accounted for about 78% in 1965 and for 66.0% in 1995. The growth 
rate in urban area was 3.5%, respectively 4.7%, while in rural area it was 1.5%, respectively 2.2%. In Europe, the 
urban population increased from 63.8% in 1965 to 75% in 1995, while rural population decreased from 36.2% to 
25%5. 
Naturally, the urbanisation level does not reflect in all cases the degree of industrialisation and the level of 
development as well. Examining the country typologies according to the urbanisation degree, we could notice that 
there are countries where the urban population exceeds 90%, such as Singapore with 100%, Kuwait and Belgium 
with 97%, Venezuela with 93%, Iceland with 92%, etc.; countries with 80 – 90%, such as the United Kingdom with 
89%, Argentina with 88%, Germany with 87%, New Zealand with 86%; countries with 70 – 80%, such as Spain and 
Russia with 76%, France and Estonia with 73%, Belarus with 71%, etc., and countries under 15%, such as Nepal 
with 14%, Ethiopia with 13%, Burundi with 8% a.s.o. 
 
 
Table 3. Distribution of urbanization by types of countries 
A. Countries with >90%  C. Countries with 70-80% 
1. Belgium 97%  1. France 73% 
2. Island 92%  2. Russia 76% 
3.Venezuela 93%  3. Spain 76% 
4. Israel 91%  4. Ukraine 70% 
5. Kuweit 97%  5. Belarus 71% 
6. Singapore 100%  6. Estonia 73% 
7. Urugay 90%    
B. Countries with 80-90%  D. Countries under 15% 
1. Sweden 83%  1. Bhutan 6% 
 
 
5 Figures calculated according to Atlas World Bank, 1996, pp. 286 – 287. 
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2. United Kingdom 89,1%  2. Ruanda 6% 
3. Argentina 88%  3. Burundi 8% 
4. Lybia 86%  4. Ethiopia 13% 
5. Germany 87%  5. Nepal 14% 
6. Denmark 85%    
7. Chile 84%    
8. New Zeeland 86%    
 
2. Costs of the Urbanisation Process  
The urban population recorded an extremely fast growth, both in developed and in developing countries, 
therefore creating difficult problems of human being adaptation to the new living conditions and entailed a 
significant increase in the social cost of urbanisation. The human being habitat types got turned, meaning that 
though the world population increased 2.7 times, the urban population increased 29 times during 1800 – 1950, while 
the population in villages only got doubled. 
The fast urbanisation process, particularly in developing countries, boosted the issue of the social cost of 
urbanisation and development, deepened the gap between the two areas of social life and sharpened the effects upon 
the development of natural and socio-economic balances. 
Firstly, of course, we should think about the quantifiable costs, such as the expenditure for the organisation and 
functioning of towns and the creation of jobs, for the construction of dwellings, for services, etc. 
 
It is evident not only expanding social space of urbanization but also increasing urban concentration process. 
Must be remarked a strong move of urban focus by continents which is not necessarily related to development or 
industrialisation.  
 
Table 4. Population in towns with over one million inhabitants by regions in 1950-2015 
Regions 1950 1970 1990 2015 
Africa 3 16 59 225 
Latin America 17 57 118 225 
Asia 58 168 359 903 
Europe 33 116 141 156 
North America 40 78 105 148 
 
The urban boom generates new habitat patterns, asking for finding out the suitable size of towns, optimising of 
migratory flows village – town, based on economic criteria, drawing up new urbanisation models related to the 
whole system of rural settlements and to the environment. 
There were 83 metropolitan areas with populations of more than 1 million in 1950, a figure that increased to 160 
by 1975. In 2000, there are over 348 such cities and this number surged to 441 in 2010. If cities above 10 million are 
considered, 21 existed in 2010 with Tokyo, the largest, having 36.6 million inhabitants. In the span of half a century 
several cities have more than tripled their population, underlining that urbanization has been the world's leading 
socioeconomic change for at least half a century. (Source: United Nations, Department of Economic and Social 
Affairs, Population Division. World Urbanization Prospects: The 2011 Revision. New York: United Nations.) 
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Fig.1. Large urban agglomerations 
 
The most severe influences of the towns upon the environment occur as consequence of industrialisation and 
pollution, such as chemical, physical and noise pollution, phenomena entailing air pollution due to the disposal in 
the atmosphere of about three thousand chemicals that pollute the atmosphere with particulate matters. We should 
remind here that the studies carried out by World Health Organisation reveal that the town is a continuous source of 
noise, which reduce the work efficiency of an intellectual by 60% and of an operative by 30%. Likewise, it was 
noticed that big towns are daily producing 1.5 – 2 kg of solid waste and 1.5 pollutants per inhabitant, to which the 
fuels necessary to industry and dwellings heating should be added6.  
 
We should also remind that nowadays, since finding a job became more and more difficult, a cohort of 
unemployed was formed, representing a major source of potential social conflicts. Towns are overcrowded, the 
towns road traffic and the urban transport, the expenditure for the construction of dwellings, the vegetation, the 
increasing delinquency and the so called “street children”, etc. became major problems. 
 
3. Costs of De-ruralisation Process 
We have to admit that, nowadays, the complexity of rural life problems was underestimated, the same way the 
interdependencies between the two habitat types, as well as those between the economic policy and the practical 
actions were underestimated, so that the village was kept under a deep crisis. In the lack of a systematic approach 
and without an analysis of the whole package of measures, a series of measures directed to villages failed. We are 
now observing that village communities, particularly in developed countries, are devastated by domestic industrial 
activities, by small rural crafts, they are depleted of young human resources, further deepening the issue of jobs 
crisis and the one of manifest and latent unemployment, as well as the issue of demographic ageing and demo-
economic ageing. 
Of course, the reduction in rural population weight is undoubtedly a positive process, by means of which the 
population is restructured by the new areas of social life. The issue of fast rate it is happening, the lack of 
 
 
6 Bulgaru Mircea, “We Are Living on an Unhealthy Planet”, Romanian Scientists Academy Publishing House, Bucharest, 2011 
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possibilities to absorb the available labour force in vacation from agriculture, the incapability of the society to 
control these processes entailed a series of demographic, economic and cultural complications and imbalances. 
 
From demographic perspective, the exodus village – town influences the demographic behaviour, the marriages 
outline, the structure by age and gender, the instability of families, the sharpening of demographic ageing and the 
diminution of female fertility. 
From economic standpoint, the villages’ depletion of young cohorts and the process of agriculture feminisation 
are deepening the demographic ageing process, this fact entailing severe imbalances in the rural population, in the 
structure by gender and age groups of agricultural population. 
From the cultural point of view, a reduction in the number of intellectuals in villages was noticed, together with 
an increased risk of youth non-enrolment in schools and the increase in the number of illiterate cohorts and in the 
difficulties of training the new school aged cohorts. 
Therefore, a serious backwardness exists in terms of villages’ accession to urban facilities, to health and 
education, new relationships occur between the economically active and the inactive population, between the indices 
of overall activity and of employment level, between the demographic dependence indices a.s.o. 
People are nowadays convinced that no economic model could be designed without taking into account rural 
economy, able to upkeep the economic system dynamism and the ability of adaptation, able to produce welfare, as a 
necessary condition for the contemporary world development. It is thus necessary to reconsider the rural universe 
and the issue of local economy development. It comes to prominence the creation of new partnership types between 
the public and the private sectors in view to turn into account the available human and natural resources and to 
create a diversified range of small and medium enterprises. 
 
4. How to Safeguard the Urban and the Rural Communities 
 
All the above mentioned result in the necessity of drawing up programmes comprising all the economic, social, 
municipal, cultural and environment related activities, able to safeguard the urban and rural communities and which 
should provide for: 
• The rational widening of urbanisation, through the optimisation of village – town flows and the creation 
of available jobs in towns, where these are economically, socially and environmentally justified; 
• The achievement of strategic, industrial, agricultural, construction and tourism objectives, in view to 
stabilise population in all the country zones, particularly in the less-favoured ones; 
•  The decongestion of too big cities, the fading out of urban overcrowding processes, the limitation of 
their population through economic and administrative measures; 
• Ensuring the use of local natural resources, through reclamation works at territorial level and 
valorisation of agricultural and forestry areas; 
• The extension of half-urban localities by interweaving the activities belonging to industrial and services 
sectors with the agricultural ones, as an intermediate step in urban environment formation and development; 
• Ensuring the food autonomy of rural population, as well as the food security of urban population; 
• Reconsidering the rural environment through the setting up of small and medium industrial enterprises 
at village level, the implementation of certain urbanisation elements in the rural area, the abolishment of 
discrepancies between villages and towns, the creation of social and cultural objectives; 
• The stabilisation of rural population income, particularly of agricultural population, through the 
attenuation of price fluctuations for base products, as well as of the consequences related to the variation of 
agricultural production due to random factors; 
The reduction of incumbent costs related to compulsive de-ruralisation and urbanisation and the diminution of 
towns pollution level and of social entropy elements (crimes, robberies, rapes, etc.)7. 
 
 
7 Bulgaru Mircea, quoted pages 
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This is the only way we could rediscover rural universe and create a normal balance between the urban and rural 
sectors.  
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